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FROM : USHER BERLIN , OATE: Nov g # X962 

SUBJECT : Recent Expressed Soviet Views on Berlin 

REF 

'"p/tRIS also for USRO, Stoessel and KcGuire; USAREUR for POLAD 

Margaret© SPITZSR, a -./est Berliner and stringer for the London 
Observer and London Tines , told *the Public Affairs Officer that s'nz and 
other i/est geriin and 'Vest German correspondents had talked on October 
29 Ifflk 30 witajSsSR First Secretary Aleksandr Yakovlevich SOGOMOLO;; and 
othegGoviet Smoassy people arid Soviet correspondents from East Berlin. 
Durf^ {those conversations the Soviets expressed the following views on 
the Berlin question: 

1. Qiey professed to believe the USSR has won a victory in Cuba. 
It is more important in the long run, they pointed out, that the United 
States commit itself to not invading Cuba and that Soviet presence in 

. Cuba be assured, than that Soviet rocket bases remain on the island. 

2, They said what is required now is negotiations in which "reason 
will win the Western Powers over to the Soviet position." Specifically 
they argued for a NATO-Warsaw Pact non-aggression agreement, not ex- 
cluding the possibility of a partial withdrawal of IJATO troops from '.Vest 
Germany, and Soviet troops from East Germany. Connected with this, they 
said, should be the withdrawal of British^ French and American troops • 
from tfesfc* Berlin and their replacement by neutral troops under a UN 
arrangement, with Swedes and Austrians specifically mentioned. Accord- 
ing to the Soviets, a strong and carefully written US-USSR agreement 
then* could be worked out stating, among other things, -that the U3 would 
consider any attack on West Berlin as an attack upon itself. 

* - \3« They claimed "to foresee a long period of general negotiations 
ahead and appeared to be uneasy about any haste in the Berlin question. 
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-.iter* one reporter as feadjffae thegYjfo^y thought an agreement on Berlin could be 
reached in six gonths OTogomol gR answer sd, "Do you think that it can be reached 
by the end of 1963?" !8|e Sovfe^s^indicaised that a separate peace treaty was the 
last step to be taken (following successful negotiations) and not something for 
the irsr^dixite future* 

**• when asked about Zorin f s staieinent at the UN as reported by the DPA wire 
service (that the USSR will not allow itself to be trapped into military 
initiatives in Berlin), the Soviets said that this 3tatensent was correct and 
a valid interpretation of Soviet government policy* 

ents on this occasion contrasted sharply with his reticence 
on .October 26 when he told Hans Jakub STEELE, Frankfurter 
Allying toe aejtuns Berlin correspondent, that Cuba was a far too sensitive topic 
for him to offer even a personal opinion* . • ■ 

Comment : The Soviet line is notable for the relaxed attitude on timing of 
s, German peace treaty and the related stress on protracted negotiations. Other- 
wise, it appears to combine face-saving concerning Cuba with a hodgepodge of 
previous Soviet proposals for a Berlin settlement* 

. . For the Assistant Chief of Mission; 
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Arthur 7i Day 
Chief, Political Affairs Sc 
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FROM : USBER BERLIN . OATE: Kov g # iggg 

SUBJECT : Recent Expressed Soviet Views on Berlin 

REF 

H?hRIS also for USRO, Stoessel and HcGuire; USAPEUR for* PQLAD 

Margarete SFITZER, a tfest Berliner and stringer for the London 
Observer and London Tine3, told *the Public Affairs Officer that she and 
other ./est ©eriia and 'Vest German correspondents had talked on October 
29 afliJO wHfc f _ ; 

_"goviet Embassy people arid Soviet correspondents from East Berlin* 
During those conversations the Soviets expressed the- following views on 
the Berlin question: 

1. They professed to believe the USSR has won a victory in Cuba. 
It is more important in the long run # they pointed out, that the United 
States ccumit itself to not invading Cuba and that Soviet presence in 
Cuba be assured, tlfc*n that 3oviet rocket bases remain on the island, 

2m They said what is required now is negotiations in which "reason 
will win the Western Powers over to the Soviet position. " Specifically 
they argued for a KATO-Warsaw Pact non-aggression agreement, not ex- 
cluding the possibility of a partial withdrawal of I;ATO troops from './est 
Germany and Soviet troops from East Germany. Connected with this, thsy 
said, should be the withdrawal of British, French and American troops 
from tfest* Berlin and their replacement by neutral troops under a UN 
arrangement, with Swedes and Austrian* specifically mentioned* Accord- 
ing to the Soviets, a strong and carefully written US-USSR agreement 
then* could be worked out stating, among other things, that tr.e US would 
consider any attack on West Berlin as an attack upon itself. 

3* T&ey claimed to foresee a long period of general negotiations 
aha ad and appeared to be uneasy about any haste in the Berlin question. 
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Vr.*n one reporter askejki'hetheii.ihey thought an agreement on Berlin cauld be 
reached in six nonths,£\ ;•• .VSfflgyftrtf; ?Sb WtfcS« that it can be reached 
by the end of 1963?" Th* Soviets in|lcaT?*d t&&& Sfj&r&ie; peace treaty was the 
last step to be taken Jfo&ewing wcee*a*ul»ne^*i*ticra)<»and not something for 

the inrusdi^fce future. 

4. r*hoh asked about Zorin*s statement at the UN as reported by the DPA wire 
service (that the USSR will not allow itself to be trapped into ffiilitary 
initiatives in Berlin), the Soviets said that this statement was correct and 

a valid interpretation of Soviet .government policy. 

^^ _ ^^coccients on this occasion contrasted sharply with his reticence 
a few d^ys earlier en October 26 when he told Hans Jakub SXEHLE, Frankfurter 
All^mslne Zeituns Berlin correspondent, that Cuba was a far too sensitive topic 
for him to offer even a personal opinion. 

Commenu The Soviet line is notable for the relaxed attitude on tiraing of 
2. German peace treaty and the related stress on protracted negotiations. Other- 
wise, it appears to combine face-saving concerning Cuba with a hodgepodge of 
previous Soviet proposals for a Berlin settlement. 


For the Assistant Chief of Mission: 



Arthur R. Day 
Chief, Political Affairs 5c 
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